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DETAILED ACTION 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .1 7(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on July 15, 
2008 has been entered. Applicant amended claims 1, 3, 6-7, 15, 18, 23, 47, 49, 52-53, 
61 , 64, 66, and 69 and canceled claim 24 rendering the previous objection to claim 24 
moot. Claims 1-23 and 47-69 are pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

Claims 1-23 and 47-69 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as 
failing to comply with the written description requirement. 

The claim(s) contains subject matter which was not described in the specification 
in such a way as to reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant art that the 
inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had possession of the claimed 
invention. Independent claims 1 and 47 recite limitations including: "maintaining a 
repository of previously generated product abstractions". No disclosure is found within 
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applicant's specification or drawings describing this repository. For purposes of 
examination, the product abstractions will be interpreted as product attributes of 
products already categorized . 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-9, 11-24, 47-55, and 57-69 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Bailey (US 2002/0062258) in view of Musgrove (US 
7,082,426). 

Referring to claim 1 . The combination of Bailey and Musgrove discloses a 
method for associating data with product abstractions comprising the steps of: 

• Maintaining a repository of previously generated product abstractions (Bailey: 
abstract disclosing attributes associated with items in a category being provided); 

• Inspecting a first data set that includes data that corresponds to an offer to sell a 
particular product by a particular party, wherein the first data set is not currently 
matched to any product abstraction and the particular product is not currently 
assigned to any product category (Musgrove: figure 6 disclosing creating a new 
product record including assigning to a category (column 14, line 47 - column 15, 
line 62) for a new product for sale); 
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• Based on the first data set, assigning said particular product to a product 
category (Musgrove: abstract, column 24, lines 27-53, and column 35, lines 4-8); 
and 

• Matching said first data set with a product abstraction from said repository of 
previously generated product abstractions based, at least in part, on the product 
category to which said particular product corresponds (Bailey: abstract and 
paragraph 38). 

• Wherein the product abstraction is an electronic representation of a product 
(Bailey: paragraph 38). The examiner notes that applicant's specification defines 
a product abstraction as a record in a database describing a product. The 
product attributes of Bailey discloses record describing a product. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
applicant's invention to have to modified the method of Bailey to have included 
assigning products to categories, as taught by Musgrove, in order to create product 
specifications based on the determined product attributes and determined category 
(Musgrove: abstract). 

Referring to claim 2. The combination of Bailey and Musgrove further discloses 
a method wherein said offer to sell a particular product by a particular party is a first 
product offering of a plurality of product offerings and said product abstraction is one of 
plurality of product abstractions and each product abstraction is associated with one or 
more product categories comprising the steps of: 
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• Generating mapping information associating each product offering in said 
plurality of product offerings with one or more product abstractions in the plurality 
of product abstracts (Bailey: paragraphs 3 and 38); 

• Receiving a query (Bailey: paragraph 3); and 

• Generating a result set for the query based on said mapping information (Bailey: 
paragraph 3). 

Referring to claim 3. The combination of Bailey and Musgrove discloses a 
method as referenced above in the rejection of claims 1 and 2 and further discloses a 
method comprising the steps of: 

• Charging a party associated with a particular referenced entity in the result set 
based at least in part on inclusion of said particular referenced entity in said 
result set (Bailey: paragraph 139); and 

• Determining how much to charge the party based, at least in part, on a product 
category associated with said referenced entity (Bailey: paragraph 139). 
Referring to claim 4. The combination of Bailey and Musgrove further discloses 

a method wherein the result set is a list of one or more references (Bailey: paragraph 3). 

Referring to claim 5. The combination of Bailey and Musgrove further discloses 
a method wherein each reference of the list of references corresponds to a referenced 
entity, and wherein each referenced entity associated with each reference in the list of 
references is one of a product abstraction (Bailey: paragraph 3). 
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Referring to claim 6. The combination of Bailey and Musgrove further discloses 
a method wherein the step of matching said first data set with a product abstraction 
comprises the steps of: 

• Determining that said first data set does not correspond to any product 
abstractions in the repository of previously generated product abstractions that 
are associated with the said product category (Bailey: paragraphs 38-39); 

• Generating a new product abstraction based on said first data set (Bailey: 
paragraph 38-39); and 

• Matching said first data set with said new product abstraction (Bailey: paragraphs 
38-39). 

Referring to claim 7. The combination of Bailey and Musgrove further discloses 
a method wherein the step of based on the first data set, assigning said particular 
product to a product category further comprises the steps of: 

• Determining that said first data set does not correspond to any product category 
in a plurality of existing product categories (Musgrove: figure 6); 

• Generating a new product category based on said first data set (Musgrove: figure 
6); and 

• Associating said first data set with said new product category (column 14, line 63 
- column 15, line 11). 

Referring to claim 8. The combination of Bailey and Musgrove further discloses 
a method wherein said result set includes a particular reference to a particular 
referenced entity, and wherein the method comprises the steps of: 
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• Providing said one or more result sets to one or more users (Bailey: paragraph 
3); and 

• Monitoring the number of times that said one or more users select said particular 
reference associated with said particular referenced entity from said one or more 
result sets (Bailey: paragraph 44). 

Referring to claim 9. The combination of Bailey and Musgrove further discloses 
a method comprising the step of charging a party associated with said particular 
referenced entity a fee based on the number of times said one or more users select said 
particular reference (Bailey: paragraph 139). 

Referring to claim 1 1 . The combination of Bailey and Musgrove further discloses 
a method wherein the step of generating a result set comprises generating a page that 
contains one or more attributes of one or more products in one or more particular 
product categories (Bailey: figure 9a). 

Referring to claim 12. The combination of Bailey and Musgrove further discloses 
a method wherein the step of generating a result set comprises generating a page 
which contains a comparison of one or more attributes of one or more entities that are 
referenced in the page with one or more attributes of one or more other entities that are 
referenced in the page (Bailey: figure 9a). 

Referring to claim 13. The combination of Bailey and Musgrove further discloses 
a method comprising the step of providing to a party associated with said particular 
referenced entity, activity reports based on information generated during the step of 
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monitoring the number of times said one or more users selects the reference associated 
with said particular referenced entity (Bailey: paragraph 139). 

Referring to claim 14. The combination of Bailey and Musgrove further discloses 
a method wherein said list of references comprises a plurality of references, and 
wherein the method comprises the steps of: 

• Displaying said plurality of references in a particular order within said result set 
(Bailey: figure 9a); 

• Determining said particular order based on a set of aspects of each reference in 
said plurality of references and a set of aspects of each referenced entity to 
which each reference in said plurality of references refers, wherein the aspects 
comprise one on more likelihood that a reference satisfies a query, existence of 
sponsorship, and cost of sponsorship (Bailey: figure 9a and paragraph 95). 
Referring to claim 15. The combination of Bailey and Musgrove further discloses 

a method wherein the step of generating a result set comprises the steps of: 

• Applying a similar measure between one or more aspects of a particular 
reference and one more aspects of a plurality of other references, wherein said 
aspects include one or more aspects of the reference and one or more aspects 
of the referenced entity (Bailey: paragraph 76); and 

• Selecting which references to include in said result set based on said similarity 
measure (Bailey: paragraph 76). 

Referring to claim 16. The combination of Bailey and Musgrove further discloses 
a method wherein the step of matching said first data set with a product abstraction 
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comprises the step of comparing an identifier corresponding to said product abstraction 
to an identifier corresponding to said first data set (Bailey: paragraph 31). 

Referring to claim 17. The combination of Bailey and Musgrove further discloses 
a method wherein the identifier is chosen from the group consisting of UPC, ISBN, 
manufacturer, manufacturer's part number, and model number (Bailey: paragraph 31). 

Referring to claim 18. The combination of Bailey and Musgrove further discloses 
a method wherein the step of based on the first data set, assigning said particular 
product to a product category comprises the step of comparing an identifier 
corresponding to said product category to an identifier corresponding to said first data 
set (Bailey: paragraphs 43 and 77). 

Referring to claim 19. Claim 19 is rejected under the same rationale set forth 
above in the rejection of claim 17. 

Referring to claim 20. The combination of Bailey and Musgrove further discloses 
a method wherein the product category maps to one or more product abstractions, 
merchants, product offerings, and other product categories (Bailey: paragraph 38). 

Referring to claim 21. The combination of Bailey and Musgrove further discloses 
a method comprising the step of obtaining product information for said first set of data 
by extracting the product information from an electronic catalog (Bailey: paragraph 3). 

Referring to claim 22. The combination of Bailey and Musgrove further discloses 
a method comprising the step of obtaining product information for said first set of data 
by crawling web sites over the Internet (Bailey: paragraph 37). 
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Referring to claim 23. The combination of Bailey and Musgrove discloses a 
method as referenced above in the rejection of claims 1 and 2 and further discloses a 
method wherein said offer to sell a particular product by a particular party is a first 
product offering of a plurality of product offerings; said product abstraction is one of a 
plurality of product abstractions and each product abstraction is associated with one or 
more product categories; and the method comprising the steps of: 

• Generating mapping information associating each product offering in said 
plurality of product offerings with one more product abstractions in the plurality of 
product abstractions (Bailey: paragraphs 3 & 38); 

• Revising said mapping information, wherein the step of revising comprises one or 
more of the following steps: changing a data set (Bailey: paragraph 38). 
Referring to claims 47-55, and 57-69. Medium claims 47-52, 54-55, and 57-69 

are rejected under the same rationale set forth above in the rejection of the method 
claims containing similar limitations. 

Claims 10 and 56 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Bailey and Musgrove in view of Scholl (US 2005/0149390). 

Referring to claim 10. The combination of Bailey and Musgrove discloses all of 
the above but does not expressly disclose generating a page that contains one or more 
sponsored and unsponsored references. Scholl discloses a method for associating 
data with product abstractions wherein the step of generating a result set further 
comprises generating a page that contains one or more sponsored references and one 
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or more unsponsored references, wherein a sponsored reference is a first reference 
associated with a first referenced entity, and for which a first party associated with said 
first referenced entity is charged for each inclusion of said first reference in said one or 
more result sets, and wherein an unsponsored reference is a second reference for 
which no party will be charged for each inclusion of said second reference in said one or 
more result sets (Scholl: paragraph 3). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of applicant's invention to have modified the method of 
Bailey/Musgrove to have included generating a page that contains one or more 
sponsored and unsponsored references, as taught by Scholl, in order to identify 
advertisement and search term combinations for placing advertisements along with 
search terms (Scholl: abstract). 

Referring to claim 56. Claim 56 is rejected under the same rationale set forth 
above in the rejection of claim 10. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed July 15, 2008 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. Applicant argues that while Bailey's database does link items to 
keywords and attributes, Bailey does not describe how the links between the items and 
keywords were established. The examiner disagrees. Given its broadest reasonable 
meaning in view of applicant's specification, "matching" a data set (i.e. search results) 
with a product abstraction (i.e. product attribute as noted above in the rejection of claim 
1 ) is obvious in view of "linking" an items to an attribute. Furthermore, paragraph 38 of 
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Bailey discloses specifying a category of an item and then presenting a predetermined 
list (i.e. matching) of attributes (i.e. product abstractions). 

Applicant further argues that Musgrove determines attributes in a fundamentally 
different manner than matching a data set with a product abstraction. The examiner 
notes that one cannot show nonobviousness by attacking references individually where 
the rejections are based on combinations of references. See In re Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 
208 USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981 ); In re Merck & Co., 800 F.2d 1091 , 231 USPQ 375 (Fed. 
Cir. 1986). Furthermore, this express limitation is taught by Bailey and is obvious in 
view of the combination of Bailey and Musgrove. Lastly, applicant argues that 
Musgrove retrieves and identifies attributes by scraping against the product information 
records, not product database 26 (see figure 6 for reference). The examiner disagrees 
as the product database or catalog contains information culled from product information 
records (see at least column 8, line 52 - column 9, line 12) and searches the product 
database first before creating a new record (item 94 of figure 6) 

The rationale noted above for the rejection of independent claims 1 and 47 is 
also applicable for dependent claims 2-23 and 48-69. 
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Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Talib (US 2001/0044758) and Solomon (US 2002/0055903). 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to JASON B. DUNHAM whose telephone number is 
(571)272-8109. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F, 8-5. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jeff Smith can be reached on 571-272-6763. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Jason Dunham/ 
9/25/08 



